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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

1. In response to communications filed on 17-March-2005, the specification has been amended 
to overcome the previous objection made by the examiner. Claims 1-9 and 11-31 are 
presently pending in the application, of which, claims 1,11 and 19 are presented in 
independent form. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-3,6-8, 11, and 17-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Nazem et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,983,227.) 

As to claim 1, Nazem et al teaches a method, comprising: 

receiving data to be stored in a database system having plural data servers (see figure 1, 
"data from data sources" is depicted being received by "page servers 104", and see figure 2, 
where "database system" is depicted as "shared memory 212", having "plural data servers", 
depicted as "servers 230, 232, and 234"); 
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receiving information associated with at least one characteristic of the data (see Abstract, 
and see column 2, lines 5-14, where "at least one characteristic of the data" is read on the 
type of news pages being received, for example, "news, news headlines, sports scores, 
weather, and the like"); 

partitioning the data for storage in the database system based on the characteristic 
associated with the data (see figure 1, where the data is shown as divided up and stored in 
various "page server 104", based on the type (characteristic) of the data, and see column 3, 
lines 2-7); and 

storing the partitioned data in storage units associated with the plural data servers (see 
figure 1, where "data from data sources" is stored on multiple "page server 104", and see 
column 3, lines 36-48, and see column ); and 

in response to a database query (see column 4, lines 3-24), selecting less than all the 
plural data servers based on the positioning of the data to reduce a number of data servers 
involved in processing the database query (see figures 2 and 6; see column 2, lines 8-14, 
where "selecting less than all the plural data servers to reduce the number of data servers 
involved in the processing of the database query" is read on "eliminating the need to make 
requests from other servers for portions of the live data"; also see column 3, lines 49-58, and 
see column 6, lines 23-59.) 


As to claim 2, Nazem et al teaches wherein receiving the information comprises receiving 
the information from a client system (see figure 1, where "client system" is depicted as 


Application/Control Number: 09/728,852 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2165 

"Browser 102" and "User Configuration Database 1 16"; see column 2, lines 29-30, and see 
column 2, lines 52-66.) 

As to claim 3, Nazem et al teaches wherein receiving the information comprises receiving 
at least one of an average value of the data, a uniform distribution of the data, a minimum 
value of the data, and a maximum value of the data (see figure 1, where "data from data 
sources" is shown being received and distributed by the controller "MY.YAHOO.COM". It 
is inherent that "data" includes at least one of "minimum value" or "maximum value".) 

As to claims 6 and 21, Nazem et al teaches wherein partitioning the data for storage in the 
database system comprises dividing the data into buckets containing related data (see figure 
2, where "data from data sources" is depicted as divided into "buckets" (sports server 230, 
stock server 232, and news server 234, and where each "bucket" (server) contains "related 
data" within the bucket.) 

As to claim 7, Nazem et al teaches wherein partitioning the data comprises organizing the 
data into related portions (see figure 2, where "data from data sources" are shown as 
"organized" into various servers relating to various topics.) 

As to claims 8, and 20, Nazem et al teaches wherein partitioning the data further 
comprises executing an algorithm to organize the data (see column 1, lines 66-67, where 
"executing an algorithm" is read on "one process is executed", and see figure 2, where "data 
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is organized" into various "servers". It is inherent that a computer has to execute a 
routine/algorithm in order to organize/categorize data into related groups.) 

As to claim 1 1, Nazem et al teaches a system, comprising: 
a database (see figure 1); 

a network interface (see figure 1, and see column 3, lines 23-35); 

plural storage modules and data servers (see figure 1, where "plural storage modules" is 
read on "data sources", and "data servers" is read on "page servers 104"); 

a database controller coupled to the database (see figure 1, where "database controller" is 
read on "MY.YAHOO.COM"), wherein the database controller is adapted to receive 
partitioning information (see figure 1, where the "database controller" (MY.YAH00.COM) 
is receiving "data from data sources") and perform a partitioning task on data received 
through the network interface based on the partitioning information to partition the data into 
plural groups (see figure 1, where the data is partitioned by MY.YAH00.COM into various 
page servers 104. Also, see figure 2), 

the database controller adapted to further store the plural groups of the data partitioned by 
the partitioning task into plural storage modules associated with corresponding data servers 
(see figure 2, where "corresponding plural data servers" is depicted as "sports server 230", 
"stock server 232", and "news server 234"), 

the database controller (see figure 1, where "database controller" is read on 
"MY.YAH00.COM") adapted to select, in response to a database query, less than all the 
plural data servers based on the partitioning information to reduce a number of data servers 
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involved in processing the database query (see figures 2 and 6; see column 2, lines 8-14, 
where "selecting less than all the plural data servers to reduce the number of data servers 
involved in the processing of the database query" is read on "eliminating the need to make 
requests from other servers for portions of the live data"; also see column 3, lines 49-58, and 
see column 6, lines 23-59.) 

As to claim 17, Nazem et al teaches the system further comprising a client system, 
wherein the client system sends data to the database through the network interface (see figure 
1, where "client system" is read on "browser 102" which communicates to the "data sources" 
through the "Internet".) 

As to claim 18, Nazem et al teaches wherein the client system is adapted to further send 
the partitioning information to be used by the database controller to partition the data (see 
figures 1 and 2, where the "browser 102", in communication with the "user configuration 
database 116" communicate the partitioning information to the database controller 
(MY.YAHOO.COM), which in turn partitions the data received from the "data sources" into 
various "page server 104".) 

As to claim 19, the applicant is kindly directed to remarks and discussions made in claim 
1 above. 
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As to claim 22, Nazem et al teaches wherein receiving the information comprises . 
receiving organizational information (see figure 1, where "organizational information" is the 
"user configurations", used to "organize" the way the "data from data sources" are stored 
into different page servers), and wherein selecting less than all the plural data servers is based 
on the organizational information (see figure 1, where the partitioning based on the 
organizational information makes it possible to select any one or a combination of the page 
servers for obtaining desired information.) 

As to claim 23, Nazem et al teaches wherein selecting less than all the plural data servers 
is based on the organizational information (see figure 1, where the partitioning based on the 
organizational information makes it possible to select any one or a combination of the page 
servers for obtaining desired information) and a characteristic of data requested by the 
database query (see column 2, lines 5-14, where "at least one characteristic of the data" is 
read on the type of news pages being received, for example, "news, news headlines, sports 
scores, weather, and the like".) 

As to claims 24, 28, and 3 1, it is inherent the step of "selecting at least one more data 
. server to process the database query if the search results are not satisfactory", can be 
achieved manually, by the user entering a new/ second search and/or by the user modifying 
his configurations (see Nazem et ah figure 2, "user configuration 206".) 
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As to claim 25, Nazem et al teaches partitioning the data (see figures 1 and 2.) As for the 
step of "wherein partitioning the data comprises partitioning the data into logical groups", 
there is no distinction between "partitioning the data" and "dividing the data into logical 
groups", since the act of "partitioning" provides a "logic" for how data items are to be 
separated and stored. 

As to claim 26, Nazem et al teaches the method further comprising storing the 
information by a partitioned wherein selecting less than all the data select is performed at 
least in part by the partitioner (see figure 1, where "MY.YAHOO.COM" partitions the data 
into various "page servers", and based on the partitions, one/all of the servers are selected in 
performing the search query for the user.) 

As to claim 27, Nazem et al teaches the database controller to select less than all the 
plural data servers based on the partitioning information and a characteristic of data 
requested by the database query (see column 2, lines 5-14, where "at least one characteristic 
of the data" is read on the type of news pages being received, for example, "news, news 
headlines, sports scores, weather, and the like".) 

As to claim 29, Nazem et al teaches wherein the instructions when executed cause the 
device to receive information comprising partitioning information (see figure 1, where 
"partitioning information" is the "user configurations", used to "partition" the "data from 
data sources" into different page servers.) 
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As to claim 30, Nazem et al teaches wherein the instructions when executed cause the 
device to select less than all the plural data servers based on the partitioning information and 
a characteristic of data requested by the database query (see figure 1, where the partitioning 
based on the organizational information makes it possible to select any one or a combination 
of the page servers for obtaining desired information.) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that said subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nazem et al (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,983,227) in view of Sinden (U.S. patent No. 6,580,826.) 

As to claim 4, Nazem et al does not teach wherein partitioning the data comprises 
defining straight-line segments based on at least one of the average value of the data, the 
uniform distribution of the data, the minimum value of the data, and the maximum value of 
the data. 

Sinden teaches a method for encoding handwritten symbols (see Abstract), in which he 
teaches wherein partitioning the data (see column 4, lines 37-43) comprises defining 
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straight-line segments (see figures 3 A and 3B; see column 3, lines 33-38; and see column 4, 
lines 13-24) based on at least one of the average value of the data, the uniform distribution of 
the data, the minimum value of the data, and the maximum value of the data (see figure 7; 
see Abstract; and see column 7, lines 21-37, where "raw data" is received. It is inherent that 
"raw data" includes at least one of "minimum value" or "maximum value".) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Nazem et al to include wherein partitioning 
the data comprises defining straight-line segments based on at least one of the average value 
of the data, the uniform distribution of the data, the minimum value of the data, and the 
maximum value of the data. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Nazem et al by the teachings of Sinden, because 
including wherein partitioning the data comprises defining straight-line segments based on at 
least one of the average value of the data, the uniform distribution of the data, the minimum 
value of the data, and the maximum value of the data, would enable the system to map 
different data elements with each other in order to determine a relational partition between 
the data elements, for fast access within various databases. 

As to claim 5, Nazem et al as modified, teaches wherein partitioning the data further 
comprises defining breakpoints to provide the straight-line segments (see Sinden , figure 4, 
5 A, and 5B; see column 2, lines 11-16; and see column 4, lines 13-24.) 
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6. Claims 9 and 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nazem et 
al (U.S. Patent No. 5,983,227) in view of Garth et al (U.S. patent No. 6,678,701.) 

As to claims 9 and 13, Nazem et al does not teach teaches wherein storing the partitioned 
data in the database system comprises storing the partitioned data in a relational database 
system. 

Garth et al teaches a system for establishing consistency in parallel databases (see 
Abstract), in which he teaches wherein storing the partitioned data in the database system 
comprises storing the partitioned data in a relational database system (see column 3, lines 16- 
34.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Nazem et al to include wherein storing the 
partitioned data in the database system comprises storing the partitioned data in a relational 
database system. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Nazem et al by the teaching of Garth et al because 
storing the partitioned data in a relational database system, would enable the system to define 
relationships between elements of each data type and be able to link related data for faster 
searching of users' queries. 

As to claim 12, Nazem et al does not teaches wherein the database is part of a parallel 
database system. 
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Garth et al teaches a system for establishing consistency in parallel databases (see 
Abstract), in which he teaches wherein the database is part of a parallel database system (see 
figure 1; see column 2, line 64 through column 3, line 15; and see column 4, line 54 through 
column 5, line 12.) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Nazem et al to include wherein storing the 
partitioned data in the database system comprises storing the partitioned data in a relational 
database system. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Nazem et al by the teaching of Garth et al , because 
wherein storing the partitioned data in the database system comprises storing the partitioned 
data in a relational database system, would enable the system to execute a search query on 
various databases in parallel, therefore, increasing the speed of the search. When a database 
load utility uses parallel processing, each agent load process typically reads from one or more 
input files, loads the data into one or more parts of the database, and writes information to 
one or more output files, as taught by Garth et al (see column 5, lines 51-56.) 

Allowable Subject Matter 
7. Claims 14-16 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 
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8. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 

The prior art of record, Nazem et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,983,227), Sinden (U.S. patent No. 
6,580,826), and Garth et al (U.S. patent No. 6,678,701), do not disclose, teach, or suggest the 
claimed limitations of (in combination with all other features in the claim): 

a query coordinator coupled to the network interface, the query coordinator to receive the 
database query from the network interface; 

a partitioner to partition data and perform selecting of less than all the plural data servers; 

and 

a partitioner data storage coupled to the partitioner, the partitioner data storage to store 
the partitioning information associated with at least one characteristic of the data to enable 
the partitioner to partition data, as recited in claim 14. 

Claims 15-16 are objected to because they are dependents from the objected to dependent 
claim 14. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments made in the response filed on 17-March-2005 with respect to the 
rejected claims in view of the cited references have been fully considered but they are not 
deemed persuasive: 
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In response to applicant's arguments that Nazem et al does not teach a "database system", 
the arguments have been fully considered but are not deemed persuasive because Nazem et al 
teaches "database system having plural data servers" (see figure 1, "data from data sources" 
is depicted as being received by "page servers 104", and see figure 2, where "database 
system" is depicted as "plural data servers", depicted as "servers 230, 232, and 234".) 
Further, Nazem et al teaches "user configuration database" throughout his invention (e.g., 
column 3, lines 22-35), where the "user configuration database" stores user templates. 

In response to the applicant's arguments that "basic database elements, such as rows and 
columns, are completely missing" from Nazem et al the arguments have been fully 
considered but they are not deemed persuasive, because in figure 6, Nazem et al depicts 
tables in populating the user templates [in the user configuration database] (see "zip code 
lookup table" 602 and "team location table" 606 in figure 6, and see column 6, lines 23-50.) 

Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy 
as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until 
after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory 
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period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 
37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

1 1 . Any inquiries concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Tony Mahmoudi whose telephone number is (571) 272-4078. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mondays-Fridays from 08:00 am to 04:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dov Popovici, can be reached at (571) 272-4083. 


May 5, 2005 



SAM RIMELL 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 


